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i 13 9013 - 2 1 „NN FL) 
TT HAVE peruſed the Printed 
Letter you ſent me, which bears 
che Name of Nr. Teſey; But 1 
aj cant by ne mern ale mei 
N — believe him the Author of it for 
many Reaſons: ne ich bangen 
| 


- Firſt, The Author of it is very much againſt 
Tradition in general, without diſtinguiſhing 
between the Traditions of the Illuminuted Fa- 
| thers of the firſt Ages of pure Giſtianity," and 
# thoſe of the ſubſequent Ages, after Illumina- 
tion failed, by the Lives of Chriſtians becom- 
ing worſe than ' thoſe of their Predeceſſors; 
and fo they firſt became leſs, and then after- 
ward not at all, ſuſceptive of ſuch Tlyminiutiont 
Now Mr. Leſley can not be Author of this 
Letter, for in that Admirable Book whithhe 
wrote againſt Atheiſis and Deiſts , he brings his 
10 - - 2 Prof. 
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do 
otherwiſe than by Tradition. So that if this 
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Letter were his, it' were a giving * that 


clear Demonſtration of the Truth of Chriſtianity, 


which GOD bleſſed him with, and enabled 


him to make, becauſe without Tradition it is 
no Demonſtration at all; Nay, and his Demon- 


ſtration depends upon Tradition below the 


Era of the Chari/mata, even from the Begin- 
ning down to our days, and upon the Faith- 
fulne of the Corforyers, fr.. 
Secondly, The Author of the Letter puts 
the Traditions of the Elders of Fews, upon a 
level with che Tradiion of the eee 
"athers of the Chriſtian Church: Whereas tha 
Traditions of the Jewiſh Elders, were meerly, 
human, and ſo far were the Eldent from being 
Iuminated, by G O D's Holy Spirit, that they 
tranſgreſſed the Commandment of GOD, by 
their Traditions, - and: made the Command- 
ment of GO D of none effect, as our Bleſſed 
LORD plainly, and, roundly, tells them in 
St. Marth. xv. at the beginning. Yet the 
Author of the Letter, ſays, that the Chriſtian 
Traditions, which include thoſe of the Illumi- 


vated Fathers are no better than theſe ; nay, 


and pretends to prove it too, becauſe ' theſe 
wicked Jewiſh Traditions were impoſed by the 


Aut hority of the Jewiſh Church. Now Mr. 
Leſh cannot be preſumed to write fo igno- 


rantly and inconcluſively as this. Juſt as if 
I One 


F TS 
one ſhould ay, he aw a Man drunk, and it 
was with drinking of Wine he became ſo, 
F therefore no Man muſt drink any Wine for 
the future. This is an odd way of Reaſoning, 
becauſe the Jews empoſed wicked Faditiont 
contray to & O D's Commandments, and that 
the Papiſts ſhew- as great a Regard” for the 
Traditions of the later Unillummated' Ages, as 
they ſhew for thoſe of the purer, firſt, and 
Eluminated Ones; therefore we muſt have no 
Regard at all to any manner of Tradition 
whatſoever :- Strange Reaſoning indeed! 
Thirdly, Mr. Leſley has too much Know- 
ledge and Judgment not to know, what the 
Author of the Letter, it ſeems, is totally ig. 
norant of; That we believe the Holy Fi- 
ptures themſelves from Tradition: Nor have 
they any other Authority ad emtra, from with- 
out, but Tradition : And therefbre if we deny 
all Fraditi;n, as this ignorant Author doth, 
we deny the Holy Scriptures. Indeed they have 
not their Internal Authority from any thing that 
is without, and feveral Individuals may each 
be fully ſatisfied from the Inward Teſtimony 
and Evidence of the Holy Spirit of G OD that 
they are the Written Word of GOD; but 
this Teſtimony and Evidence, tho it can he 
declared by theſe Individuals, that they have 
it, and that they do reaſonably rely upon it, 
yet ĩt cannotibe Communieated, that is, none 
of them can afford to any one that hath not 
the Internal Evidence, this Feſtimony or Evi- 
dence it ſelf; and therefore, Tradition is the only 
External 
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External Evidence of the Holy Scriptures to us. 


And therefore, Lam apt to think that ſome 
of thoſe Sectarians or Hereticks whom GO D- 


enabled Mr. Leſſey to Confute, hath forged 


this Letter in his Name, for he cannot be 
preſumed to be ignorant of theſe things, nor 
to Argue ſo Cantingly, ſo Inconcluſiveh, nor ſo 
Contrary to what himſelf. hath nn lane 
into the World by the Preſs. 
FEURTHER Mr. Leſley is too — A 
Textuary not to know what St. Paul faith; 
2 Theſ. li. 15. Brethren, ſtand faſt, and hold 


the TRADITIONS which ye have been taught, 


whether by Word or our Epiſtle. Which ſhews 
that St. Paul had taught theni ſeveral Things 
by Word, which was not committed to Wri- 
ting, and which yet they were to hold ; and 
theſe Things are not otherwiſe to be n 
by us, but by Tradition. | 
BUT that I may not be miſtaken | in 
pleading for Tradition, I do declare that I 
neither am à Papiſt, nor can I approve of 
their Fondriefs of all Tradition received or im- 
ſed by their Church, nor indeed of any 
12 * ch but ſuch as we have well atteſted 
to have been received, as Apoſtolical, by the 
Llumninated Fathers; nor do I value any ſub- 
ſequent Tradition farther, than as it is an Evi- 
dence of the former; nor do I value the 
ſingle Sentiments of any particular Futher, if 
he was alone in it. But there are two Rules, 
which are Golden ones, by which, I think, 
we ought to judge of all Things; The one 


15 


"LF = 

is that of Vincentius Livinenſes Quod Ubique, 
ſemper, & ab Qnnibus, &c. What was every 
Where, always, and by all believed, ought to 
be by us believed alſo. And the other Rule 
is, That what we cannot ſay when it began, 
that we muſt conclude to have been from the 
beginning. Now if Tradition be incloſed, 
guarded, and explained by theſe two noble 
Rules, then, I think, it is impoſſible to be led 
into Hror bitity fn. nol ieee on 
AND here I am bold to challenge the 
Author of the Letter, or any one elſe who 
Will undertake his Cauſe, tO Jhew any one 
Article of Fdith, any one Mode of Winſhip, 
any one Principle of Government,. Aſſerted by 
the Iluminated Fathers, or practiſed by them, 
when theſe two Golden Rules are applyed, 
Which runs counter to the Holy Scriptures, or 
is Heretical, or Sinful, or unfit to be believed 
or practiſec. Ann 


5B UT Furthy, Mr. Leſley knows very 
well, that the Standard of dur Erighſh Refar- 
mation is, Primitive Doctrine, Diſcipline, Mor, 
ald, and Gouennnent. And he alſo cannot 
but know, that we have not yet come up to 
our Standard, and therefore we ought by all 
lawful means to get up to it, as ſoon as we 
can. But the Author of the Letter is for our 
ſitting down upon our Lees, and againſt ever 
attempting to come up to it: Which ſhews 
that the Author is either a Sectarian, or a 
Jeſuit in Maſquerade. For the Papiſts have 
often Objected to us our having diſcharged — 
1 vera 
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ſome Force in this; now that * Trudition 


5. & 
veral Primitive Uſages ; and they have made 
very many Cunwerti of the Sons of the Church 
of H — for want of then; which it is not 
—— they could have made, had we kept 
to dur Rule, and come up to the Standard. cn 
pur own Reformation. - 

bly, Mr. Leftey knows vety well, That 
the Church of Ez land: holds ſeveral Things 


* Eſſeuriai and Neceſſar, for which we have 


Now tho it be true 
chr there are sf "Tex of Holy Seripture, 
which: we are ſatisfied ought to be Interpreted 
in Favour of Infant Baptiſm, yet if we had not 
rhe Univetſal Practice of the WR e Catholich 
Church, which we know obly by Teadition, 
to bear us out in this Thing; we Rould very 
reaſonably have thought him very bold gon, 
impudent, who, at this time of day, would 
have attempted that of Ifant Baptiſm, There- 
fore, This is founded upon the Unpreſcribed 
Practice of the Primo- Primitive Bale han- 
ded and conveyed down to us Uninterrup- 
tedly by Tradition, I ſay, Unpreſcribed, by 
which I mean, that there is no 4 — m- 
mand for it in the Holy Scriptures : Not, indeed, 
any Text clear enougli for it; without Nadi. 


5 Pt B — in Holy Wit; Such as 


tin. And if I ſhall be told, that there is 


an Analogy between Circumtiſiam and Baptiſin; 


and that, ſince Children under the Lat were 


Cireumdciſed, Children under the Goſpel ought 
to be Baptized : I acknowledge that there is 


we 
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AY ifs fure the Early ** raiſed. it; ; 
but, without this Tradition,” this Argumene 
would have indeed bid fair to prove Male 
Children ſhould be Baptized; but, by the 
ſame Rule, would exclude all Female Chil- 
dren from this Sacramemt : So that this is rer 
ly founded upon Tradition.” 
r We . no poſitive Commeandd in Holy 
e; for the Change of the Jecbiſb 540. 
— into that of the Lord's Day; and there- 
fore our Obſervation of the Lord's Day, and 
not of the = 'Sabbath is founded upon 
Tradition-d For, as in the former of In- 
fant "Baptiſm, alata there are ſome few 


Texts in Holy: Writ, which ſeem to favout 


the Celebration of the Firſt Day of the Week, 
as the Lord's Day; now that we are ſure, by 
Tradition, that this was the Practice of the 
Holy Apoſtlot, and Primitive Chriſtians j yet, 
without this Tradition, It could hardly ever 
ae enter d into the Head of any Man to 
that the Obligation of keeping the 
Jm Sabbath was diſcharg d; however, it 
might have been thought proper to keep the 
Fi Day of the Week Holy, as the weekly 
Eaſter. es could that Calviniſtick Notion of 
the Moraliy of the Fourth Commandment: 
ever have been thought of, if Tradition had 
not firſt aſſur d us, that the Primitive Chriſti. 
ans look d upon themſelves to be Oblig d 
to keep the Fu Day of the Week Holy; and 
that the Obligation of keeping the Jewiſh 
Sabvath, did ceaſe with their Law. 

3 3. 
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3. Epiſcopacy is confirm'd to us by Tradi- 
tion: And the Texts in Holy Writ, which now | 
we are {ure ought to be Interpreted in Favour 
of it, (as they were by the [Uuminated Fathers) 
would have been leſs clear and binding, if 
that Government had not been in the Church 
from the Beginning, which we are aſſured it 
was, by Tradition _ Po ON TT 
4. Without Tradition, we might probably 
have been very much divided about who 
ought to recievethe Hoh Euchariſt; For CHRIST 
gave it only to Church-men; and if St. Paul 
has made it Clearer, that others, beſides 
Church men, ſhould be allowed to recieve it, 
Jt there is no Mention made in all the New 
eftament, of any Woman's Recieving it; 
far leſs is there any Command to Communi- 
cate Women by it. But Tradition aſſures us, 
that they were admitted to that Heavenly 
Feaſt, as well as the Men: And therefore 
the Women ought. to be fond of Tradition, 
for it is That alone that atſures us they ſhould 
be admitted, while Infants, to — or, 
when grown up, to the Holy Euchariſt. 
-  Sixthly, Mr. Leſley very well knows that 
we have not the Word Trinity, nor Sacrament, 
nor the very Articles of our Greeds, ſet down 
in Holy Writ expreſly, or juſt as we have them; 
norhave we any Kripture Rule to affure us, 
how many Things are Abſolutely and Indiſpenſa- 
bly neceſlary to Salvation: And yet he knows al- 
ſo, that all theſe Things are founded in the Holy 
Scriptures ſo ſufficiently, that, with the Hel p 
— 4 
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of the Apoſtolical and other Primo-Primitive 


Fathers, no reaſonable Man can have any doubt 
about them: Therefore, the Author of the 
Letter doth Mr. Leſley a manifeſt Injury, when 
he ſaith, in his Name, That, becauſe © Our 
« Saviour left no Form for the Conſecration 
« of the Elements in the Holy Euchariſt, there- 
fore all Forms are Indifferent : For ſo the Con- 
cluſion muſt run, if he ſubſumes from his 
own Premiſes; or, as he expreſly faith, 
That it is equal, whether they be Conſecra- 


ted by the Form of our preſent Liturgy, or 


that of Edward VI. Firſt Liturgy, or (accor- 
ding to his Reaſoning) by any other Form. 
SURELY, Mr. Leſley knows better, for 


he knows that in the Holy Sacrament, there 


muſt be the Inſtituted Matter, and there muſt 
be a Proper Eſſential Form allo, of Conſecra- 
tion; and although different Churches might 


Lawfully uſe different Words, whereby to 


expreſs. the ſame Thing, yet, if the ſame 


II ing is not expreſs d, that Form, which doth 


not expreſs it, is deficient: For the Variety of 
Forms of Creeds, and of Conſecrating the Ho- 
ly Euchariſt, which were in Uſe in the Primo- 
Primitive Times, did all, nevertheleſs, agree 
in Subſtance ; and this was one very Vilible Et- 
fect of Illumination, that their different Ex- 
preſſions notwithſtanding, they never did dif- 
fer in the Subſtance, either of Creeds, or of 
Forms of Conſecr ation. 3 
BUT farther, Since it is allowed by the 
Author of the Letter, that our Bleſſed 1 
B 2 did 


ah 
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did not prefcribe a Form of Cmſecrntion; and 
yet that from the Nature of the Satrament it 
Is certain, That. every Form which could be 
thought of, could not be proper nor effectual; 
I This proves iſt, I hat the Appointing a Form 
tho abſoiutely neceſſary, was left to the Holy 
* Apaſiles; and it were very wrong to imagine, 
that they did not take Care to make à Form, 
and to enjoyn it in Sſtance. 2dly, It proves 
that ſeveral Eſſential Things, eſpecially Uſa- 
ges, are not to be found in Holy Writ. From 
whence then can we reaſonably hope to know 
them, but from the Practice of the Illumina- 
ted Fathers: And we have no way left us, 
whereby. to know what was in Fact their 
Practice, (as Mr. Leſley reaſons againſt the 
Deiſt) but by Tradition. zah, This proves, 
that, when we come to know what was the 
Practice of the Holy Apoſiles, which we do by | 3 
the Teſtimony of the Apoſtolical Fathers, han- 
ded down to us by Tradition, we are not left 
at Liberty to practiſe otherwiſe: for it is very 
bold in any Madern, after 1500 Years, to 
pretend to Iunovate upon the Univerſal Pra- 
ctice of the whole Catholic Church from the 
Beginning. i TBE. Re 
NOW as to the Diſputed Forms of Dy 
cration, let any reaſonable Body Judge, whe- 
ther the Unprimitive Form, in our preſent 
Litmgy, or One or other of the Primitive 
Forms, which are atteſted by the Fathers, to 
be Apoſtolical, be moſt proper and fit for our 
Imitation; eſpecially, ſince there are ſeveral 


bs very 
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very Mater al and Efſential Differences between 
theirs and ours, 

As Fiv/t, the Fathers always mixed Water 
with the Wine in the Euchariſtic Cup; and 


they tell us our Bleſſed LO D and his A 


poſiles did fo ; and we have an Account of this 
Mixture, before the Canon of the New Te- 
ſtament was fixed. And Juſtin Martyr faith 
'dprde'mevoQepero:, nai oivec, uni Wop, Bread is 
brought forth, and Wine and Water. And we 
have an! Account of two Contrary Sefts, each 
of which mangled and impaired the Holy Eu- 


cbariſt, in ſome of its Eſſential Matter; the 


One was the Armenians, who maintain d that 
it was not Lawful to mix Water with the 
Wine; and the Other was the Hydvoparaſiats, 
ho maintain'd, that there onght to be no 
Nine, but only "Water alone, made uſe of in 
the Blchavific Cup: They two divided'the 
An of the Cup between them, but the 
Orthodox made uſe of both. Nor can it well 
be accounted for, how any Set of Men cou'd 
fumble u * fuch an Errour, as the makin: 

Uſe" of Water alone, unleſs Water had been 
from the Bee inning, always allowed to be a 
Part of the ſtituted Matter of the Euchari- 


ftick Cup. They were however both Condem- | 


ned: and the Orthodox, who made uſe of 


both Wine and Water, did believe, that both 


were Inſtituted by CHRIST, who ado = 
one of the Cups made uſe of by the 


after the Paſſover, to be the Cup of his moft 


9 Blood; and there was no ſuch Thing 


known 
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known amongſt the Jews, as an Unmixed Cup 


upon that Occaſion. And the Fathers: allo |} 

thought this Mixture was ſubſtituted to re- 
preſent the Water and Blood, which iſſued 
out of our Blefled Saviour Side, when, * 
was pierced with the Launce. 

On the other hand, our preſent Liturgy or- 
ders no ſuch Mixture; the Subſtitution, the 
Practice of the Holy Apoſiles, the Practice of 
the whole Catholick Chnrch, Eaſtern and Ve. 


ſtern, and the Practice of aur own Firſt Refor- 


mers notwithſtanding. 

Secondly, In the Faxlieft Chrifian Liturgies 
which are extant, we find that the Holy Eu- 
chariſt was then, and It ſtill continuęth to be, 
look d upon to be a proper Sacrifice ; The La- 
tine Church looks upon it as ſuch, and ſo doth 
the Greek Church, and ſo doth the Generality 
of our Great Engliſh Divines; and Mr. Leſ | 
ley, in particular, hath written a Preface to a 
Book, the Subject of which is, that the Holy 
Euchariſt is a proper Sacrifice ; and therefore I 
doubt not but he is of the ſame Opinion ſtill. 
Now if it is a proper Sacrifice, it ought to be 
Offer'd as ſuch, before it be Cnſumed; before 
it be Eaten and Drank, elle it is very ridicu- 
lous to call it a Sarrifice. for ſince the World 


began, there never was any Sort of Proper 


Sacrifice firſt Conſum'd, and then Ofer d. A- 


mongſt the Fews their Prieſts would have 


thought that Man mad, or prophane, . who 
would have deſir d any. of them to offer u 


ur! * had firſt eaten or drank, as 2 S 


crifice 


- +. . [38D | 
fice to GOD: Nay, the very Heat bent had a 
better Notion of | a Sacrifice than this; and as 


| 5 | the whole Catholic CH urch hath ever believ d 


it to be a Sacrifice, ſo it hath always been of- 
fer d up, before it was Conſum d; except a- 
mongſt us, and that only ſince Calvin found 
Ways and Means, by his two Emiſſaries, Bu- 
cer and Peter Martyr, to have the Oblation 
Prayer thrown out of its proper Place, and 
put, moſt Unprimitively, Imprôperly, and 
Inconſiſtently with the Nature of à Sarrifice, 
where it now ſtands, which is after Diſtribu- 
tion; and there it was Undoubtedly fix d, to 
defeat the Notion of a Proper Sacrifice. © 

' » Thirdly, By all the moſt Early Liturgies, it 
is apparent, that they did not think the Con- 
ſecration perfect nor ſiniſh'd, untill they had 
firſt 'invok'd the FA THER to fend down 
the HOLY GHOST upon the Sacred Sym- 
bolt, that He might make them the Body and 
Blood of CHRIST to all the Recievers, for 
all the Divine Purpoſes of the Inſtitutian. 
Their Method was, and that of the Greek 
Church {till is, this. Firſ?, the People, or one 
repreſenting the People, offer d to the Prizft 
the Materials for the Sacrifice, *as a Quit-rent 
due to Almighty» GOD for his Infinite 


Bounty to them, in beſtowing upon them all 
they had, or could enjoy. And this the Greeks 
call a Firſt Oblation, tho it is but 2 Lay 
one: Then the Prieſt placed the Hlenentt up- 
on the Altar, with profound Revetence: This 
is a Prieſily Dedication of them, for the — i 

cr 
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wed Service; and this by the Greehs'is called | 

2; 2d. Oblation : But neither this nor the 
Firſt is a Sacrifice. Then the Prieſt-pronouns 
ced over them the Mord: of Inſtitut ion, and 
imitated the Actions of our Bleſſed LOR Dz 
by which they became Conſecrated, as far as is 
in — Power of Man to do, by Commiſſion; 
and then they were offer d up in Sacrfice to 
GOD the FATHER, as Commemorative 
of, and in Union with; the One Great Sacti- 
fre, once offer d by JESUS CHRIST 
of himſelf upon the CG: And this is the 
Proper Oblation, and Sacrifice, called by. the 
' Greeks. the zd. Oblation, which was attended 
with a proper Sacrificial Prayer, begging of 
GOD the FATHER, that he would pleaſe 
to do what none but he can do, to ſend — 
the HOLY GHOST — the Offer d Sa 
rifice, that the Sacred, and now, in part, Con- 
ſecrated Symbols, might, by his Effectual Ope- 
ration, become, Verily and Indeed, the Preci- 
ous Body and Blond of CHRIS T. tothe Re- 
cievers. And then they look d upon the Ho- 
y Eucbariſt as fully Conſecrated, and Energeti- 
cal, for all the Divine Purpoſes of the In- 
ſtitution. But they never pretended to offer 
it, after the Proper Oblation Prayer with the 


Inyoacation Was over. Which, in other Words, Y 


is this, That by the Words of inſtitatiou, and 
the Imitation of the Actions of our Bleſſed 
— the Sacred Symbols become a Sacris 
roper, then the Sacrament of his 
Baj broken, and of his Blood _ T _ 
. the 


f the P rieſt begins the £ 


* 


M 
Proper Oblation of thls 
Sacrifice; which is ſo called in the following 


Sacrificial Prayer; wherein GOD the / BA- 


[THER is invoked to ſend down the HOLY 
GHOST upon the offered Sacrifice, That it 

may become the E:ively Energetical Body) and 
Blood of CHRIST to all Receivers, for all 
the Divine Purpoſer of the Inſtitution : Parti- 
cularly, That GOD the FAT HER may 
be thereby Propitiated for the whole: Catholick 
Church, the whole Communion'of Saints, Li- 
ving and Departed; for the ſake of, and in 
"Union with, the One Great Sacrifice, once 
Offered by CHRIST himſelf; of himſelf, 


upon the Goſs. And, in the Clementine Li- 


turgy; this Oblation of the Sacrifice, is one 
continued Act of Prayer and Oblation, with- 
out a Break. And, as a Return to this Pray- 


Ex, there is a preſumed Deſcent or Advent of 


the HOLY GHOST upon the Sacrifice. : 


And after that there is no farther Oblation of 


it; nor is there atty Occaſion for any. farther 
Oblation of it: And then follows the Diſtri- 
bution. beer, 3 W HE Ps 
BUT; in our preſent Liturgy, there is no 
Invocation of the FAT HER for the Deſcent 


| | of the HOLY GHOST, no Proper Sacri- 
Fee, and conſequently our preſent: Office is de- 


ficient, both in Matter and Form: If the Pri- 
mitive Fathers, who not only liyed near the 
Beginning, at the Fountain-Head, and conſe- 
quently muſt know beſt, what was the Apo- 
tle Practice; but that were alſo a 
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by the HOLY GHOST, and fo conſequently 
could not, nor durſt not, impoſe upon us, nor 
tell us, that the Holy Apoſiles did practice fo 
and ſo, unleſs they truly did ſo practice, be to 
„„ 1 ot Hogg 1 OFT 
 - Seventhly, The Author of the Letter, cries 
Podery upon us, for wiſhing and endeavour- 
ing to be Primitive: But Mr. Leſley very 
well knows, that the Papiſts hold, that the 
Words of Inſi:tution being pronounced upon 
the Elements by the Prieſt, is a full Conſecra- 
tion of them. It is then very evident, That 
all who think as the Primitive Fathers did, that 
the Conſecration is not Full, Perfect, Compleat, 
and Exergetical, before GOD the FATHER 
is humbly prayed to, to fend down the 


HOLY GHOST (the chief Miniſter of the 


SON'S Kingdom) upon the Sacred N 
and that he is prefum'd fo to have deſteud- 
ed, are ſo far from Symbolizing with Popery, 
that they are under the Anathema or Curſe of 
the Church of Rome, foridiffering from her, in 
this Matter: And likewile for not Offering the 
Holy Euchariſt after ſuch preſumed Deſcent of 
the HOLY GHOST, as the Body of 
CHRIST, which was born of the Virgin 
Mary, for ſhe doth not Offer, until ſhe believes 
there is a real ſubſtantial Converſion of the 
Elements into that very Body and Blood, which 
they unprimitively, and erroneouſly, pretend 
to be done by Tranſubſtantiation, Therefore 
the Aut hor of the Letter, is very unjuſt to us, 
to imagine we are introducing that * 
; ble 
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ble Doctrine of Traxfubſiantiation, and to Mr. 
Leſley, in making him draw ſuch anUndue Con- 
cluſion, from Premiſes which are oppoſite to it. 
Eigbtbhy, He is very unjuſt to Mr. Leſley, 
in making him write angrily againſt other Al- 
terations, without ſaying what, or giving any 
teaſon why. He makes him Angry at Prayers 
for, and Commemoration of the Dead, which 
I cannot eaſily believe Mr. Leſley can be; for 
a Man of his Learning muſt needs know, that 
they are ſo Primitive, as to fall not only within 
the Ara of Illumination, but alſo the Fathers 
of that Æra, who were themſelves Illumina- 
ted, did fay, they were from the Beginning : 
And by the ſecond Golden Rule abovemen- 
tioned, we ought to believe them ſo, for we 
cannot ſay. when elſe they began. And the 


= Primo-Primitive Fathers did think, that all 


who died with the Sign of Faith, and in the 
Peace of -the Church, are as certainly a Part 
of CHRIST'S Boch, as we are who are 
alive ; and have as good a Right, conſequent- 
ly to the Prayers of their Brethren, as when 
they were living; for they are our Brethren 


ſtill. And they founded theſe Prayers upon 
the Doctrine of a Middle State, and did not 


believe that any one, meer Man either did, 
or can, enter into the Higheſt Heavens, or in- 
to the proper beatifick Viſion of God, until 
after the Reſurrection: For CHRIST's Soul; 

as Man, went only to the Middle State, to 
Hades during the lying of his Body in the 
Grave, and did not Aſcend into Heaven till 


after 


be relyed on. 


well knows, that the Papiſts hold, that the 


the Elements by the Prieſt, is a full Conſecra- 
tion of them. It is then very evident, That 


the Conſecration is not Full, Perfect, Compleat, 


is humbly prayed to, to ſend down the 
HOLY GHOST (the chief Miniſter of the 
SON'S Kingdom) upon the Sacred Symhols ; 
and that he is preſum'd ſo to have deſteud- 


the Church of Rome, foridiffering from her, in 
chis Matter: And likewiſe for not Offering tine 


the HOLY GHOST, as the Body of 
CHRIS T, which was born of the Virgin 
Mary, for ſhe doth not Offer, until ſhe believes 
there is a real ſubſtantial Converſion of the 
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they unprimitively, and erroneouſly, pretend 
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by the HOLY GHOST, -and fo conſequently 
could not, nor durſt not, impoſe upon us, nor 
tell us, that the Holy Apoſiles did practice ſo 


and ſo, unleſs they truly did ſo practice, be to 
_  Seventhly, The Author of the Letter, cries 
Popery upon us, for wiſhing and endeavour- 
ing to be Primitive: Bur Mr. Leſley very 


Words of Inſtitution being pronounced upon 


all who think as the Primitive Fathers did, that 
and Energetical, before GOD the FATHER 


ed, are fo far from Symbolizing with Popery, 
that they are under the Anathema or Curſe of 


Holy Euchariſt after fuch preſumed Deſcent of 


Elements into that very Body and Blood, which 


to be done by Jranſubſtantiatiun. Therefore 
the Author of the Letter, is very unjuſt to us, 
to imagine we are introducing that abomina- 
1 ble 
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ble Doctrine of Fauſu . and to Mr. 
Leſley, in making him draw ſuch an Undue Con- 
chuſion, from Premiſes which are oppoſite to it. 
Eigbthh, He is very unjuſt to Mr. Leſley, 
in making him write angrily againſt other Al- 
terations, without ſaying what, or giving any 
reaſon why. He makes him Angry at Prayers 
for, and Commemoration of the Dead, which 
I cannot eaſily believe Mr. Leſley can be; for 
a Man of his Learning muſt needs know, that 
they are fo Primitive, as to fall not only within 
the Ara of Illumination, but allo the Fathers 
of that Ara, who were themſelves Illumina- 
ted, did fay, they were from the Beginning: 
And by the ſecond Golden Rule abovemen- 
tioned, we ought to believe them ſo, for we 
cannot ſay. when elſe they began. And the 
Primo-Primitive Fathers did think, that all 
who died with the Sign of Faith, and inthe 
Peace of the Church, are as certainly a Part 
of CHRIST'S Boch, as we are who are 
alive; and have as good a Right, conſequent- 
y to the Prayers of their Brethren, as when 
they were living; for they are our Brethren 
ſtill. And they founded theſe Prayers upon 
the Doctrine of a Middle State, and did not 
belieye that any one, meer Man either did, 
or can, enter into the Higheſt Heavens, or in- 
to the proper beatifick Viſion of God, until 
after the Reſurrection: For CHRIST's Soul; 
as Man, went only to the Middle State, to 
Hades during the lying of his Body in the 
Grave, and did not Aſcend into Heaven till 


after 
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aſter his Reſurreftion. And therefore we muſt 
follow his Steps, by whoſe Stripes we are 
healed: And it was the Abominable Hereticks, 


the Gnoſticks, who firſt aſſerted, that the Souls 
of Men could get into Heaven immediately 


upon Death. And they contrived this Do- 
ctrine purpoſely to defeat that Great Article 


of the Chriſtian” Faith, the Reſurrection of the 
Body, which they denyed. And this Doctrine 
of a Miaale State, upon which Prayers for, 
and Commenorations of the Dead, are founded; 
is ſo far from Popery, that it doth effectually 
Defeat their more lately invented Will-Wor- 


ſhip of Praying to the Dead. For they main- 


tain that the Saints departed, being in the Bea- 
tie Viſion, ſee all things every where in 
GOD; and therefore they know who Prays 


to them. Now if it is certain, and certain it 


is, that neither Adam, Enoch, Elias, nor even 
the Bleſſed Virgin, nor none of the Poſterity 


of Adam, are to be admitted into the Beatifick 
Viſion, till after the Reſurrection, Then the Rea- 

ſon the Papiſte give for Praying to the Dead 
cealeth, and it alſo defeats ſeveral other of | 
their Tenets, in which they differ from us. 


And it were very ſtrange if People could ſee 


GOD without perfe& Purity, and therefore if 


there is not a Middle State for ſuch as have 
begun their Repentance here, but have not 
finiſhed it, by getting rid of their Evil Habits, 
in which they may go on to Perfection, this 
would ſend many Thouſands to Miſery, which 
yet it wete hard to think ſhould not ſooner 
0 - * 
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believed and Practiced. In Ads, ii. 34. 
tis ſaid by St. Peter, David ig not Aſeended 
into the Heavens,” tho' he had been many 
years Dead: And St. Paul Prayed for Oneſipho- 
rus after he was Dead; 2 Tim. i. 18. The 
Fathers believed that he did; and it is impoſ- 
ſible to prove that Oneſiphorus was not 
Dead; which ought to be done if we diſpute 
the thing. er es 
BARTH ER, fince the Hoh Euchariſt is 

a Commemorative ſubſtituted Sacrifice, to be 
offered to GOD the FAT HER in Union 
with the One Great Sacrifice, and ſince that 
one Great Sacrifice was offered for all Man- 
kind Living and Departed; the ſubſtituted 
Commemorative Sacrifice muſt be as Exten- 
{ive and include as many as the one Great 
Sacrifice, elſe it muſt be ſhewed and proved 
that it doth not, which if it be impoſſible to 
ſhew or prove (as I think it is) then the ſub- 
0 ſtituted 


hs * — " 
ſtituted Commemorative. Sucriſce muſt! in; 
clude all Mankind Living and Departed, 


And this Mr. Leſley who owns. the Hol Eu. il 


chi to be a 0 Sacrifice will not deny- 

—.— this Author is inveterate againſt —— 4 
in making him go againſt the neceſſary. Con- 
ſequences of what himſelf Maintains. 
WE lament the throwing theſe Primitive 
Prayers qut of our preſent Liturgy, which were, 
with ſo much judgment retained in Edward YL, © 
Fl gy; and that when the Biſhops, at 

eftqration, became ſenſible of that De- 

2 and added a Commemprative Paragraph 
at- the End of the Prayer for the whole Sate 
of Chriſt's Church, they did not throw out theſe 
Reſtraining Words, Militant bere on Earth, 
which were added by Bucer to baniſh all. 
Communion with the Saints Departed; begauſe 
theſe Reſtraining Words are Inconſiſtent with 
the. Commemorative Paragraph. 

WE alſo are ſorry How ſhould have, in- 
troduced the Ten Commandments into the Al- 
tar Service; for they never were in a Chriſti. 
an Liturgy before: And it is impoſſible, bong 
ide, to pray to GOD to keepa Lau, which 
yet it were ſinful to obſerve ; and no doubt 
his Reaſon for putting them there, was for 
the ſake of the Furth Command, and the Re. 
ſponſe of it, becauſe he there got the Sablba- 
tarian Doctrine Eſtabliſhed i” our Liturey, 
tho its no Doctrine of the Church of e 
nor of the Primitive Church: Beſides many 
e Men are of Opinion, that the 55 
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FI GOD Reſted from che Creation; and that 
we now, in keeping the Firſt Day of the Werk 
bg the LORD'S Day, do keep thatFirſt Day | 
Fo. e 
Laſtly, The Author of the Letter makes 
Mr. LESLEY ſpeak odly about Schiſmn, 
and take it for granted, that it is better to be 
in Communion with thoſe who are Defective 
in their Adminiſtrations, and Symbolize with 
Popery in ſome unprimitive Things, than with 
thoſe who following the Rule of our Refor- 
mation, endeavour to revive: the. Primitive, 
Eſſential Uſages, which is making him ſay that 
Calvin and Bucer are more Valuable Fathers, 
and rather to be imitated by us, than the ear- 
ly Fathers who were Ilbimmated; but Mr. 
Leſiey ſurely will prefer being in Communion 
with the Catholic Church, eſpecially of the firſt 
Centurys and will prefer 1500 Years Preſcrip- 
tions, Ge 64 ol in Communion with Calvin or 
Bucer and not 200 Years Preſcription, for he 
knows well, that whatſoever is New in C Hiſti· 
anity, which he has ſo well Defended, muſt be 
wrong, and nothing can be called Old which 
did not begin till 1500 Years after Chriſt, nor 
Indeed which was not from the Beginning; 
4 and therefore he muſt believe thoſe: the Shi 
maticks, who ſeparate from the Primitive Ca- 
tholick Church, and not thoſe who ſeparate from 
the Modern Inftitutions of Gene da. And 
therefore this Author muſt be ſome very Un- 
primitive Schiſmatical Body, who W " 
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+ af 9 Tete $. And, 557 } 25 Fr OE 
He Rag 1 — Leſtey lay the ſending] gf 5 
- be. Bred in Popiſh. Sminaries, to the C Lt 


who are for Reſtoring Primitive EI F 


Urs we Have no uch One df büt Co 1 , : 9 
Indeed there is a Certain Perſon who, proves td de f 
ems this Au- 


Mr. Lefley's A quaintande, whieh, it 
chor has found out) who has unwafily, I. kope, 


committed that blunder, but we ant not Chargea- 1 
ble with it, for he never was of our Communion. He 
alfo makes M r. Leſley fear we are all running into i: 


Popery, ſo far from it,. that very. latcly there. were 


Typ Young Gentlemen juſt ready to be received 
2 the Papiſts, "who took a aitie 26 the Church of 
2 


land, for not being Primitive enough, but when 
they found ſome Who deſire to revive Primitive oe 
ger, they ſtopt ſhort and joyned us. 


L THIN K by what I have rid; I ** big 


fair to prove, that Mr. Le/ley. is not the Author of 


the Printed Letter, which is handed about in 
his Name, and that therefore 1 it is written by ſome 


body who owes him à * ſpite, and who has 4 mind 


to expoſe him, as Unprimirive, and as dnconliftent 


with himſelf. He is not here to juſtify *himſelf; 


and theretore I have taken upon me to do it for him. 
It is a common Artifice of the Feſuits, to Perſo- 


nate People of Note, when they have a mind to 


ſo Sedition amongſt them. who. differ from them. 
Ar there are. others alſo amongſt us, who tho! they 
pretend to have 4 Get Avetſion to Popery, yet 
have Learned this Politick from them, and put it in 
Practice. Thus the Author of the Lette thinks 
to Diyide Mr. Leſtey from his Friends, and rather 
than fail of effectuating this, he makes him fall out 
with himſelf, but J ſhall- Hopble you n Ether: * 
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